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/fn EN Q,U I R Y concerning the ORIGINAL of the 
SCOTS in BRITAIN. 

By Dr. BARNARD, Bijhop of KILLALOE, M.R.LA, 

and F. R, S. 



X HE original of that portion of the inhabitants of Britain Read March 
properly called Scots, has been a point of hiftory fo eftablifhed 
by the concurrence of all writers on that fubjed, both native 
and foreign, from venerable Bede down to Sir George Mc. 
Kenzie, that, for a period of at leaft nine hundred years, it was 
never efteemed matter of queftion, until fome late Scottilh anti- 
quarians, anxious to fupport an hypothefis, inconfiftent with their 
own annals and tradition, have thought proper wholly to reject 
the received opinion of their anceftors on this head, and to offer 
to the public in its place an entire new fyftem of their own, 
founded on arguments of probability, fufficiently plaufible and 
ingenipus, but unfupported by written teftimonies, or any au- 
thentic documents whatfoever. 

(D) Having 
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Having read with fome degree of attention what has been 
produced in this controverfy on both fides of the queftion, and 

a 

compared it as well with the antient hiftories of the Scots and 
Irifli, as with the evidence of fuch foreign writers as make men- 
tion of them, I am of opinion that a fyltem may be formed 
from thefe materials equally confiftent with probability and 
written authority, which rather tends to reconcile than to fubvert 
the arguments of both parties, and is at the fame time fupported 
by as convincing evidence as truth at this diftancc of time is 
capable of receiving. 

It appears to be highly probable that the North of Ireland 
might have been originally peopled from the adjacent parts of 
Caledonia, as the Scottifh antiquarians affert, and that the 
Southern inhabitants of the ifland might have derived their origin 
from their neighbours in South Britain (perhaps from the Beigae 
and Danonii, whofe poflerity in Ireland were called Firbolgs and 
Tuatha de Danan) : I am, therefore, ready to admit that the Irifli 
might have been the children, rather than the parents of the 
antient Caledonians. 

But this conccffion, as to the firft population of Ireland, has no 
tendency to invalidate the hiftory of a certain Milefian Dynafty 
having in procefs of time invaded and obtained the dominion of 
the country without extirpating the antient natives j for have not 
the Romans, Saxons, Danes and Normans in Britain, and the 
Englifh in Ireland, fince done the fame ? But no one I believe 
has been fo abfurd as to infer that either of thefe kingdoms was 
peopled as well as fubdued by the invaders. 

It 
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It Is equally an error to fuppofe that the Irifh chronicles de- 
rive the blood of their whole nation from thofe Milefians j for 
none but their princes and the fpreading branches of their 
pofterity pretend to trace their families from this honourable 
fource. 

If genealogies had been prefcrved in England with the fame 
attention as they were in Ireland, we fhould probably be afto- 
nifhed to find as many of our fellow-fubje<3s, now in poverty 
and obfcurity, with royal blood flowing in their veins, in one 
country as in the other. Whoever has read the fhort hiftory of 
the line of Plantagenet, publilhed towards the beginning of this 
century, will be fenfible of the truth of this pbfervation. But 
the Iriih genealogical tables which are ftill extant carry intrinfic 
proofs of their being genuine and authentic, by their chrono- 
logical accuracy, and conliftency with each other through all the 
lines collateral as well as dired, a confifteney not to be accounted 
for on the fuppofition of their being fabricated in a fubiequent age 
of darknefs and ignorance, but eafily explained if we admit them 
to have been drawn from the fource of real family records and 
truth. So much of the Irifli hiftory as relates to the names and 
fucceffion of their princes will certainly ftand againft every rea- 
fonable objection to its credibility, whatever fufpicion of error, 
or even fidion, may lie againft other circumftances contained 
in it. 

As to the high antiquity and long duration of the Milefian 
Dynafty in Ireland, I can difcern nothing incredible in the 
account of it. It is natural to fuppofe that at what time foever 

(D 2) this 
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this Spanifh or Celtiberian colony took pofleflion of Ireland its 
leader became king; and when we conlider the remotenefs of 
this ifland from foreign invafion, we fhall think it Icfs wonder- 
ful that its fucceffion fhould have continued unchanged through 
fuch a long line of Milelian princes. The fame circumftance in 
the annals of China does not {hock our belief, and we account 
for it from the fame caufe, viz. its being feparated from all con- 
nexion with the reft of the world, which preferved it until the 
Tartar invafion from thofe revolutions which have fo frequently- 
changed the government of other countries. And, to come 
nearer home for an example, the Scottifh line, ftill happily 
reigning in Great Britain, tracing it no higher than to its un- 
queftioned anceftor Fergus the Second, is at this day not lefs 
antient than the line of the Milefians in Ireland was, at the 
period down to which the written antiquities of that country, 
ftill extant, are carried. 

I SHALL not here enter into a difcuffion concerning the moft 
antient and authentic annals of Ireland, faid to have been 
framed under the fandion of public authority from time to time, 
'till the invafion of the Danes : thofe valuable monuments have 
periftied long fince ; but, as I before obferved, even in thofe 
more recent compilations which now remain, we find none of 
thofe palpable contradidions in different hiftorians, none of thofe 
uncertainties and variations in the names and order of their kings, 
which appear in the hillories of the darker ages of other nations, 
where fidion or tradition has fupplicd the want of authentic 
materials. A general agreement appears in the names and lineage 
of that long feries of princes that fucceedcd and defcended from 

the 



[ '9 3 

the firft conqueroir down to the fifth century ; and the defccnt 
of the collateral branches is traced np to thenoyal ftem with fuch 
precifion and confiftency, as Hiews it to have been once a matter 
of public concern. The later bards and fennachies could not 
have fabricated tables that fhould have i^ood the teft of critical 
examination as thefe will do; from whence I infer that they 
have been a true tranfcript from antiept records thien extant, 
but fince deftroyed. I am ready, however, to admit that the 
hiftory of the tranfadions of thofe times is mixed with the 
fidions of later ages, and lefs to be depended on^ as we have 
at this day no fixed criterion to diftinguifli falfbpod from truth ; 
it is therefore neither to be received nqr rejeded in the grofs, 
but to be read with a fceptical caution, and to be admitted only 
fo far as it is confiftent with probability, with the teftimony 
of cotemporary hiftorians, and ytith itfelf. So far, and no far- 
ther, I fliall therefore have recourfc to its authority on the prefent 
queftion. Granting therefore, ^s I have before obferyed, that 
the anticnt inhabitants of Ireland niight have come from the 
adjacent poaAs of Britain, and were not extirpated, but only 
fubdued t^ the Milefian invaders, it is very priobable that the 
intercourfe between the natives of Caledonia, and thofe of the 
province of Ulfter (which took its rife frocn thek original con- 
nexion and vicinity) might have continned to fubfift, notwith- 
jlanding their having afterwards become abfolutely diftind na- 
tions in a political fenfe. This intercourfe would have much 
incrcafed, and the alliance been ferither jpemenl^d, when it be- 
came their mutual intereft to join their forces againft jjje Ro- 
mans : The Caledonians to preferve their liberty, and the Irifh 
to. ioSep the enemy from attacking their's ; which they were in 

no 
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no danger of 'till after Britain was totally fubdued. There Is a 
paffage in Tacitus which ftrongly confirms this conjedure ; where 
fpeaking of the utility of an expedition againft Ireland, with 
refped to the fecurity of the Roman conquefis in Britain, he 
adds, among other motives, " Ut Libertas tanquam e Confpe6tu tol' 
leatur." " To take away that hankering after freedom which the 
" fight of a free ally fo near at hand would naturally excite." 
This hint gives the reader to underftand that Agricola had 
already fufFered fome inconvenience from this connexion of 
interefts, and was defirous of putting an end to it, if pofllble, 
for ever. This expedition never took place, becaufe that gene- 
ral had work enough cut out for him by the valour of the 
Caledonians under Galgacus, without crofllng the fea in fearch 
of a new enemy ; and his return to Italy a fiiort time after, 
and the fame caufe continuing, prevented the defign from 
being ever refumed. But the increafing intercourfe and alliance 
between the two nations at that period, for the above reafons, 
in all probability opened the way to that fettlement under 
Carbic Riada, which, according to the Irifh accounts, was ef- 
fected in the Weft of Scotland about the middle of the fe- 
cond century : When the antient pofterity of the Caledonians, 
under a Milefian leader, returned to their original country, with 
the new appellation of Dalriadans, where the devaftations of a 
kmg war that had lafted near a century had madis ample room 
for their reception, without inconvenience to the remaining 
natives, and where they, moft probably, were received with 
open arms. 



This 
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This migration of an Irifh colony under the command of 
Riada appears to have been efFeded about the year 150 j and 
■whatever private families might have fettled there before (which 
is not denied) this is the firft colony of which w" have any 
diftind account in the Irifh hiftorians ; and here they have 
been fo particular as to name fome of the other chiefs who 
accompanied him, and got the principal pofleflions in the coun- 
try. This Riada is faid to have been the fon of Conaire the 
Second, monarch of Ireland j and that he is the fame with the 
Rheuda of venerable Bede, appears from the Irifh writers, who 
conftantly give the colony the name of Dalriadans, whom Bede 
calls Dalrheudini, until the time of Niall Niagallach, who fent 
frefh colonies of Irifh Scots into Caledonia after their difperfion 
by Maximus; and from thenceforth we hear no more of them 
in the Irifh accounts by their old name, but they are by com- 
mon confent called Scots. This alteration is obfervable from 
about the year 39O) which anfwers nearly to the firfi accounts 
■we have of them under the name of Scots, in the writers of 
other nations. 

This I take to be a probable and defenfible account of the 
rife of this third nation (as Bede calls it) and its admittance into 
Caledonia ; which at the fame time that it is confillent with the 
fuppofition of Ireland's being originally peopled from the adja- 
cent parts of Britain (which the later Scottifh antiquarians €0 
ftiffly contend for) is alfo agreeable to the hypothefis of the 
Milefian fettlement in Ireland and the fucceffion of their kings 
according to Irifh hiftory j and conformable to the account given 

by 
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by cotemporary writers, as well as all the Scottifh hiftonans 'till 
the prefent century. The firft parage that I ftiall quote in fupport 
of this fyftem is from Buchanan ; not that the antiquity of this 
elegant writer, gives him any right to priority, but chiefly be- 
caufe the paflTage I refer to reaches ftill farther back than the 
prefent queftion, and exprelTes his opinion of the veracity of the 
Irifh accounts of their own origin in better terms than I can 
fubftitute in their place. 

A f:T ER iJeclaring his belief of a colony from Spain having 
fought and eftabliflied a fettlemeqt ia Ireland, as being the 
only country near them where they cotild effed it, and the 
moft favourable to thjqir idle difpofition from the richnefs of 
its foil, where they might indulge a paftoral life without the 
toils of agriculture, he proceeds " Sed nee gentis cujufque de 
" fuis majoribus opinionem qi|«e verifimihbus conjedturis inni- 
" titur» & teftimonio v€tufto confirmatur, repudiandum ex- 
*' iftimo. Nam C. Tacitus occidentale latus Britanniae, Sive 
" Albii, a pofteris Hifpanorum coli, certa, ut ipfi videtur, 
" conjedura afErmat : Verifimile autem non eft, Hifpanos, re- 
" lida a Tergo Hibernia, /pTerra propjisre, et Caeli & Soli mitio- 
" ris, in Albium primum defcendiffe j fed in liiberniaip ap- 
" pulifle, atque Inde, in Britanniam colonos miffos j quod et 
" Scotis contigiffe, emnes eorum annales affirmant, et Beda Libro 
" primb teftatur. Scoti enim, omnes Hiberniae habitatores initio 
" vocabantur ; ut indicat Qrofii^s j nee Semel Scotorum ex Hi- 
" bi^nia tranfitum in Albium fadum Ncftri Annales referurit, 
" fed primum duce Fergulio Ferchardi fiiip, deindc, poft 

aliquot 
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" aliquot setates in Hiberniam rediiffe, atque denuo duce 

" Rheutharo in Britanniam reverfos. Poft, etiam, regnante 

" Fergufio Secundo, magna auxilia Scotorum Hibernicorum 

" miffa quibus fedes in Gallovidia funt datae." ^uch. Ub. 2. 

John Major, a more antient writer than Buchanan, admits 
the firft fettlement of the Scots in Britain to have been under 
Rheuda, but is guilty offo many anachronifms in his account as 
not to deferve a quotation from him 'till he comes to their 
difperfion by Maximus, which he thus relates : " Anno ab Orbe 
•' redempto 396, tempore Honorii & Arcadii Imperatorum, in 
" Britanniam Scoti dilperfi redierunt, poftquam quadraginta 
" tribus Annis exularant : & hoc partim Pidorum invocatione, 
•' qui Britonum tributis attsediati fuas terras pro magna parte 
" Pidorum opere receperunt & fasdus novum omni odio depofito 
" Scoti cum Pidis renovarunt j verbi Salluftiani memores, con- 
" cordia parvas res crefcunt, difcordia maximae dilabuntur." 

Geoffry of Monmouth, a writer of the eleventh century, 
thus fpeaks of the return of the Scots after Maximus left Britain 
(whom he calls Maximianus) : " nefandi Pidorum & Hunno- 
" rum duces Guanius et Melga qui partibus Gratiani & Valenti- 
" niani favcbant, cum didiciflent Infulam Britannias ab omni 
" armato milite vacuatam, iter feftinatum verfus Illam duxe- 
" runt, affociatifque fibi collateralihus Infulis^ in Albaniam appli- 
" cuerunt : agmine igitur fado invaferunt regnum quod rcc- 
" tore et defenfore carebat, vulgus irrationabile ceedentes} ad- 
" duxerat enim fecum Maximianus omnes bellicofos juvenes 

(E) « qui 
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" qui reperiri potuerunt, inermefque colonos, atque inconfultos 

" reliquerat. Cum igitur tanta calamitas Maximiano nun- 

" tiata fuiffet, mifitGratianutn municipem cum duobus Legionibus, 

" qui ut in infulam venerunt prasliati funt cum pragdidis hof- 

" tibus, et acerrimo nece afFedos ipfos in Hiberniam fugaverunt. 

" Interea Maximianus Romas interfedus eft, & Gratianus csepit 

" Regni Diadema, exin tantam tyrannidem in Populum exer- 

" cuit, ut catervis fadis irruerunt in ilium plebani, & interfe- 

" cerunt. Quod cum per castera regna divulgatum fuilTet, 

" reverfi funt praedidi hoftes ex Hibernia, & fecum Scotos, 

*' Norwegenfes, & Dacos conducentes, regnum a mari ufquc ad 

" mare, ferro & Flamma afFecerunt. Erat autem Albania peni- 

" tus, frequentatione barbarorum, vajiata. £s? ^icunque hojles fu- 

*' ferveniebant ^ opportunum intra ipfam habebant receptaculum." 
Geoff. Men. Hift. Brit. Lib. 5th, Cap. ult. 

I SHOULD not quote Geoffry of Monmouth as a writer of 
much authority, if the hiftory he refers to was then a matter 
of very high antiquity ; but as the event he relates was at a 
period not very diftant from his own times, I think he deferves 
attention. We do not rejed the teftimony of the Roman hifto- 
rians for the expulfion of the Tarquins and the eftablifhment of 
the commonwealth, though we may give little credit to the tale 
of iEneas, which yet, for any thing that now appears to the 
contrary, is as well fupported by antient records as the other. 
But, as they lived nearer the latter period than the former, we 
fuppofc them better fupported in the matter of fad. The ac- 
count however of Geoffry is partly confirmed by Fabius Athel- 

werdus. 
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werdus, a Saxon writer who flourifhed two centuries before. 
I have not had an opportunity of confulting him, but he is 
thus quoted by Ulher, Ecclef. Brit. Primord. " Habitante plebe 
" britannica incuriofe, caufa firmitatis intra folTam quas a Severe 
" Caefare condita erat, infurrexerunt_g-^/?/fj- duse Pi£li SciHcet ab 
" aquilonali plaga, Scoti, ab occtdentali contra eos, vaftantes eo- 
" rum polTeffiones." Now no nation of Scots could come upon 
the Britons from the weft of Severus's wall except thofe from 
Ireland, and the firft colony of Scots had fled back thither after 
their defeat by the Romans. This brings our accounts of the 
Irilh invafion of Britain ftill nearer the time when it is faid to 
have happened. But to put the truth of this piece of hiftory 
beyond all exception, we have the teftJmony of a writer ftill 
more antient, and that is Gildas the Briton, who may be efteemed 
almoft a cotemporary with the calamity that he relates. Thefe 
are his words. " Exin Britannia omni armato milite, mihtari- 
" bus copiis, redtoribus (licet immanibus) ingenti iuventutc 
" fpoliata, quae comitata veftigia fupradidi tyranni (Maximi 
" Scilicet) domum nufquam rcdiit ultra, et omnis belli ufus 
" penitus, ignara, duabus gentibus tranfmarinis, Scotorum a 
" Circio^ Pi<Storum ab Aquilone calcabilis, multos ftrepet gemitquc; 
" annos." Thefe appear to have been the commotions to which 
Claudian refers in his poem in Laudem Stilichonis, as they 
lafted for a confiderable time, and were not concluded 'till the 
tot^l defeat and diffipation pf the Scots by Gratianus Municeps. 
Which Fordun, the moft antient of the Scottifh hiftorians, places 
about the year 360, in the reign of Eugenius. " His diebus 
" in bello rex Scotorum Eugenius cecidit cum filio, multique 
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'* cum illis Pfincipes & Reguli. Reliqui, relidis prasdiis, Hofti- 
" bus Servire nolcntes, eligerunt potius in terram alienam velut 
" advenas degentes, quam propria fubditi feryire continua fer- 
" vitute : Ethac quoque Regis frater cum Filio Suo Erth, aliis 
" que pluribus Hiberniam petiit. Infulas itaque quidam petentes 
" per omne tempus excidii latebant, praeter quas omne regnum 
" circa annum 360 amifcrunt." 

Here then we fee the Scottifh Dynafty completely expelled 
from Britain, and difperied, fome into Ireland from whence they 
came, and fome to other nations. Their return into Britain 
was about forty years after. John Major places it thirty-fix 
years, though he is too inaccurate to be depended on. " Anno 
" ab orbe redempto 396 tempore Arcadii et Honorii Impera- 
" torum Scotos difperfos in Britanniam rediiffe conftat," &c. 

From a comparifon of all thefe accounts, however they may 
diiFer in leffer circumftances, thefe fads are to be colledcd : — 
That a colony of Scots from Ireland had fettled in Caledonia ; 
that they had given umbrage to the Romans in Britain, by their 
hofiilities againft the province in conjundlion with the Irifii, the 
Pids, and other nations. That they were attacked by the Ro- 
mans, defeated, and forced to abandon Britain. That on Maxi- 
mus leaving Britain without defence they took advantage of his 
abfence, and made frcfli attempts to rcinftate themfelves. That 
they were again chaftifed by Gratianus Municeps ; but on his 
being aifaillnated, they returned in full force, with the afliftance 
of the Irifh and Pids, laid wafte and occupied the country from 

fea 
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fea to fea (which poffibly was no more than from the Clyde to 
the Forth). And laftly, that they eflablifhed themfelves in Scot- 
land about the year 396. 

Let us now fee how all this agrees with the Iriih hiftories 
of thofe times. It appears by the Irifh chronicles, now extant, that 
Niall Niagallach, monarch of ail Ireland, began his reign in 373, 
and reigned twenty-fcven years. This prince is one of the 
greateft heroes of the Irifli, and his exploits in Britain are parti- 
cularly extolled j in one of which expeditions the celebrated St. 
Patrick is faid to have been carried prifoner into Ireland. He 
was the firft (as they affert) that gave the name of Scotia to the 
country pofTeffed by the Irifh colonies in Britain. They name 
alfo a general of the Dalriads who ailiiled him with his forces 
at the latter end of his reign, but no king of that country is 
mentioned 'till Fergus the fon of Earca ; who, according to 
them, firft eftablifhed the independent kingdom of the Scots. 
Now the return of the Scots into Britain is placed by their own 
writers anno 396, which was about four years before the death 
of this monarch. So that thefc relations agree fufficiently with the 
Irifh accounts to render both very admiflible ; and to mitigate the 
ridicule which a late Scottifh antiquarian is pleafed to throw upon 
the imaginary exploits of the redoubtable Niall : Since almoft the 
whole of that period, wherein we read that the Romans, Britons, 
Huns, Pids, Scots and Irifh were engaged in a bloody war, was during 
the reign of this prince j during which, in the alliance of thefe bar- 
barous nations againft the Romans and Britons, the Irifh feem to 
have taken the lead, not only by affording an afylum to a diftrefTed 
people after their defeat, but by aflifiing afterwards to reftore 

them 
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them by an ofFenfive war with an enemy who had never at- 
tacked their country ; fo that we mufl; confider them as ag- 
greffors in the quarrel. 

The author of the Introdudion to the Hiftory of the antient 
Scots and Irifh, challenges the abettors of the old fyftem to fhew 
a period at which the Iri(h could poffibly have fettled themfelves 
in fuch numbers as to have formed an independent ftate among 
the brave Caledonians, who would foon have fent them back 
to their own country with difgrace if they had made fuch an 
attempt. If his reading had been equal to his invention and 
ingenuity he might eafily have difcovered it : It was, " Cum Al~ 
" bania penitus frequentatione barbaroriim vajiata erat, et quicunque 
" hojies Supervemebant^ opportunum intra ipfam habebant receptaculum." 

Towards the middle of the enfuing century we have an ac- 
count of another migration of Scots into Britain, and more fettle- 
ments obtained there by the Iriih natives. This was at the 
time whenn Britain was totally abdicated by the Romans, and 
of courfe a fair opportunity offered to a needy enemy to in- 
vade, plunder and conquer with little refiftance. Gildas defcribes 
this invafion and the caufe of it in the following words : " Ro- 
" manis ad fuos remeantibus, emergunt certatim de curucis qui- 
" bus funt trans fcythicam vallem evedi, tetri Scotorum Pido- 
" rumque greges, moribus ex parte diffidentes, et una eademque 
" Sanguinis fundendi aviditate concordes. — Cognitaque conde- 
*' bitorum reverfione et reditus denegatione, folito confi- 
" dentiores, omnem aquilonalem extremamque terr^e partem 
" Pro Indigents muro tenus capefTunt." Bede fpeaks of the fame 
event in terms not very different: " Anno Theodofii odavo 

" recedentc 
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" recedente a Britannia romano exercitu, cognita, Scoti & Pidi 
" redilus denegatione, redeunt ipfi, et totam ab aquilone jnfu- 
" lam Pro Indigents muro tenus capefTunt." 

Here then is a full confutation of the new Scottifh Archas- 
ologia, that the Scots are the pofterity of the true Caledonians. 
Gildas writes of his own times, and confequently his authority 
is irrefragable. Who were the Indigenae of the Pars Aquilonalis 
of Britain Muro Tenus, but the Caledonians ? If the Scots and 
Pids feized on the pofTeffion of that part Pro Indigents^ they 
could not have been Indigenae themfelves, but a foreign nation 
or nations j. confequently neither of them of Caledonian extrac- 
tion. 

We now fee the whole portion of Britain, at this day called 
Scotland, in full pofTeffion of the Scots and Pids for the firft 
time ; for though both thefe nations had got footing there fome 
ages before, and been very troublefome neighbours to the natives 
as well as to the Romans, it does not appear that they pofTeffed 
a fufficient portion of this country to defervc the name- of a king- 
dom 'till this period ; but all Caledonia being now divided be- 
tween them, we may from hence date the commencement of 
their refpedive Dynafties, which fubfifted independent of each 
other, 'till the Scots fwallowed up all in the reign of Kenneth 
the Second. 

From this time the Scots appear to have continued not long 
without an eftablifhed monarch, but to have invited from Ire- 
land Fergus, the fon of Arcath, or Erk according to the Scottifli 

writers, 
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writers, or Earca according to the Irifh. Upon this head there 
is a confiderable difference between the hiftorians of the two na- 
tions ; the firft fay that Arcath or Erk was the father of Fergus j 
the fecond affert that Earca was his mother, and the daughter of 
a Scotti/li chieftain. In this point I am rather inchned to be 
guided by the opinion of the Irifh ; becaufe the Scots have no 
hiftorians extant, of any thing near the like antiquity with the 
Irjfh; befides its carrying a great probability with it from other 
circumftanccs that attend it. This Earca, the daughter of the 
aforefaid Scot, is faid by the Irifh to have been married to 
Muirdeach, king of Ireland. The eldeft fon fucceeded his father, 
and ftands in the lift of kings " by the name of Murtogh Mc. 
Earca. Now it is highly probable that, if the Scots thought 
proper to fend for a king, as their own hiftorians afTert, they 
would prefer a prince, the fon of a king who was alfo defcended 
in a right line from one of their own chiefs, to any other perfon 
not fo highly born. But fmce the elder brother was already heir 
apparent to a more valuable and antient kingdom, it is natural 
that their choice fhould fall upon the fecond fon if the eldeft 
declined it. The Irifh hiftorians farther afl'ert, that his father 
made him on that occafion a prefent of the famous Liah Fail 
or Stone of Deftiny, on which the pagan Irifh kings were ufed 
to be crowned ; which continued to be appropriated to that ufe 
in Scotland 'till it was carried to Weftminfter by Edward the 
Firft, where it now remains. This account is alfo more con- 
fiftent with probability than the Scottifh legend, of its having been 
brought from Ireland by one Fergus the Firft, a monarch of their 
own country, and more antient by near eight centuries than the 
other. In the days of Paganifm no Irifli king would have parted 

with 
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with fuch a myfterious relique •, but as Ireland was then juft be- 
come Chrlftian, we may fuppofe that it was little efteemed j 
though Fergus the Second might think it would be of ufe to 
him to give his new fubjeds a fuperftitious veneration for his 
perfon and family, and prevent them from attempting to fhake 
a throne thus eftabliihed by fate itfelf. 
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